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EDITORIALS
THE "PROGRESS NUMBER"
This JOURNAL for May-June, 1933, will be designated, "Progress
Number." It will contain, first: a contribution by a leading criminologist in each of twelve foreign nations. Each of these writers
will describe criminologic progress in his own nation during the last
twenty-five years, and along the whole front: police organization and
training; detection; institutional treatment of criminals; extra-institutional treatment of criminals; legislation; procedure in criminal cases;
expert testimony; psychiatric and phychologic practice in relation to
criminals; measures for preventing the development of criminals.
Contributions from criminologists in our own country will be
more specialized than those from abroad: There will be a distinct
article on each of the topics mentioned in the preceding paragraph;
moreover, a more extended story will cover one hundred years of
development in the State of Illinois respecting the whole range of
provisions and practice concerning crime and criminals and the struggle against them.
It will be'obvious to our readers that this plan for the "Progress
Number" has been suggested by the forthcoming exposition in Chicago-A Century of Progress, 1933-to commemorate the passage of
a hundred years since the incorporation of the City of Chicago. At
the same time it is an expression of our desire to co6perate with Mr.
Rufus Dawes, President of the Century of Progress and one of the
most eminent citizens of Chicago, as well as with the other distinguished men and women who are lavishly contributing their time and
means in an effort to show, by means of a great exposition, how science has contributed to progress along many lines in the course of the
last one hundred years. Moreover, and in particular, suggestions from
our readers will be warmly welcomed by the Editorial Board and
they are earnestly requested.
The ensemble of contributions on the topics mentioned above will
-be the sole contents of the "Progress Number."
It is estimated that
it will make a volume of approximately 250 pages. It will offer a
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considerable advantage to students of criminology everywhere and
to others who are interested in the field from whatever angle.
ROBERT H. GAULT.

ON THE "THIRD DEGREE"

More than a little excitement has been aroused recently by a
"third degree" case in Long Island. Twelve members of the Nassau
County police, on July 20, were before Supreme Court Justice Meier
Steinbring charged with having assaulted Hyman Stark, aged 24, who
died, and with having assaulted three other thugs of about the same
age. Stark and the others had been arrested for beating and robbing
one Mrs. Hizenski. A hearing for the four thugs had been set for
nine o'clock on the evening of the day of their arrest. But in the
meantime they had been beaten, Stark had died and twelve policemen were held for assault. They had gone very much too far in
their attempt to compel the desperados to answer questions and thus
by their answers, as the police no doubt hoped, to complete the case
before them prior to the hearing.
It goes without saying that it is a part of the business of the
police to get the evidence. But it is equally true that when they
resort to such methods as are alleged in this case they are themselves part and parcel of the body of thugs. Behavior of this nature
is altogether intolerable.
The police themselves are doing much to eliminate the "third
degree." The term has not been very accurately defined. Safe to
say, the practice it represents will never be completely set aside. The
police will urge a suspected person to talk. That is one way to pick
up clues. But scientific method applied to the art of detection is
making oral clues less and less necessary and is steadily depriving
the police of all excuse for resorting to extremities to induce an arrested person to answer questions that may incriminate him.
Mr. T. S. Rice, in recent numbers of the Brooklyn Daily Eagle,
has very cogently drawn our attention to a measure that in his judgment, and our own, would go a long way toward removing from the
police the temptation to enter into the reprehensible details of the
practice known as the "third degree." It is this: take away from
the prisoner in court the protecting cloak of silence. Then, whether
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the prisoner is innocent or guilty, the fact is likely to emerge more
readily than it can do if he is allowed to remain mute. If he refuses
to testify let the prosecutor in common sense comment upon the refusal when he addresses the court and the jury.
Finally, we cannot too often emphasize the need of stopping up
all loop-holes of escape for criminals and for persons who are charged
with crime. One natural consequence of closing them one by one
will be to instil into them a wholesome fear of the law and of procedure. And let no one say that there is something ignoble in this
appeal to fear. For it is a natural motive among men and women.
Its worthiness or its unworthiness is determined solely by its objects.
Moreover, if we all knew of a certainty that ninety-five per cent
of those who this week learn to drive motor cars will within six
months lose their lives while motoring there would be none above the
level of the feeble-minded who would attempt .to acquire the art of
driving. The parallel is plain. Take the gambler's chance away from
the would-be criminal and the total of crimes will be reduced.
ROBERT H. GAULT.

